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e Alameda County Flood Control (D7)

e Santa Clara Water District

* Kern County Water Agency

e Metropolitan Water District of
Southern CA

e San Luis Delta Mendota Water
Authority

* Westlands Water District

CMs 13-22 Stressor Reduction

CM 1 New Delta Conveyance

Gy

Lagend

| [T
"] Arves ol AddRonsl Arsdysin
| e

#  Shoft ncsbon

RIFITHEN i

Trearari)y I

B Traxi

o

e —Jzrma Pumziag Pl

= Banka Funarin Pl
[

b,
ey

b

Sipenin

“Twin Tunnels”

P

it

B

M=y |

CM 2 - 12 Habitat Restoration

{16
=
{ T
Corservalion Zone 2L
P
@

1 A \
| .
Consarvation Zons 3]

¢g:ﬂ:

‘Cansarvation Zome 1]

P

.......
Consarvation Tons 4
"“-\-.,,_l."_ |

Liieh
e

g y |
iCanservation Zone §
. T
L ) {

maiing WEPE L BT TN N N emr—r—mr—m—

Gomzarvation Zone 10]

N Legana

0 oo fres

27 acs ot asanenal Anstes

] Restonaton Oppormiminy teva R0
1w ’J =

- 1
=3

X




Why BDCP?

Ecosystem Collapse Water Supply Reliability
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15 Draft EIR/EIS Action Alternatives:

The Draft EIR/EIS alternatives rep
conveyance configurations, ca
habitat restoration and consen

measures, and various avoidance and minimization measures.

The BDCP will incdlude approximately
150,000 acres of restored and protected

habitat for 56 covered species, and improve
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Action Alternative

flow conditions to benefit fish in the Delta.
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NEPA Review & Rating of
BDCP Draft EIS

Environmental Impact of the Action

Lack of Objections

e Environmental Concerns

e Environmental Objections

e Environmentally Unsatisfactory
Adequacy of the Draft EIS

e |- Adequate

|l —Insufficient Information

e |Il — Inadequate

http://www.epa.gov/compliance/nepa/comments/ratings.html



EPA NEPA Letter Summary

* Increases in violations of WQS & changing of compliance
pt

* Reduced protection for aquatic life compared to a
declining baseline

* Information does not support project-level decision-making
* Assumes 100% restoration success

e Scope of impact analysis is limited

 Alternatives not compared

e Alternatives not comparably analyzed



Environmental Impact & Analytical Issues

Water Quality Standards
Salinity in Western Delta
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Next Steps

 Meetings to walk through our comments
e Developing the scope of the supplemental EIS
* Transparency for the public and decision-makers
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